4. Remarks 

Claims 1-20 were originally filed. The Examiner has rejected claims 1-6, 
8-17, 19, and 20, but found claims 7 and 18 allowable if rewritten in independent 
form. The applicant has amended claims 1, 6, and 12, and hasoancelled claims 
5, 7, 16-18, and 20. No new claims have been added. 

A Declaration 

The Examiner has objected to the declaration because the declaration 
indicates that applicant is a "joint inventor." A new declaration executed by the 
inventor is attached hereto. 

8. Drawings 

The Examiner has objected to the drawings in that the hook and loop 
fasteners, the plurality of covers, the plurality of handles, second vertical groove, 
and second vertical strap must be shown or the corresponding -claim(s) 
cancelled. Figures 2, 3, and 4 have been amended to show the+iook and loop 
fasteners. No new matter has been added. Claim 17 has been cancelled, and 
thus the applicant asserts that the requirement of showing the second vertical 
groove and second vertical strap is now moot. With respect to the plurality of 
covers and handles, the applicant notes that these elements are, as explained in 
the specification, part of a system of interchangeable parts, and thus it would not 
be practical to show multiple covers and handles with respect to the same purse. 
The purpose for having multiple interchangeable covers and handles is to allow 
the user to change the color or style of the purse without the necessity of moving 
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all of the purse's contents to a new purse, also as explained in the specification. 
The applicant therefore respectfully requests that the Examiner reconsider this 
requirement. 

The Examiner has also objected to the drawings in that features 18, 24, 
26, and 30 do not appear to be identified. Features 18, 24, and 30 are no longer 
referenced in the specification as amended. Feature 26 is shown in the 
amended drawing sheets. No new matter has been added. 

C. Specification 

The Examiner has objected to the specification in that the description 
regarding member 38 does not correspond with Figure 4. Figure 4 has been 
amended. No new matter has been added. 

8. Claim Rejections— 35 U.S.C. §§ 102 and 103 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1-6, 8-17, 19, and 20 based on the prior 
art, but has found claims 7 and 18 allowable if rewritten in independent form. 
Independent claim 1 has been amended to include the limitations of claim 7 and 
intervening claim 5, and the applicant therefore asserts that amended claim 1 , 
and all dependent claims, are now allowable. Similarly, independent claim 12 
has been rewritten to include the limitations of claim 18 and intervening claim 16, 
and the applicant therefore asserts that amended claim 12, and all dependent 
claims, are now allowable. (The applicant notes that the limitations of intervening 
claim 17 were not included in amended claim 12, but it appears that this limitation 
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was not critical to the Examiner's finding that claim 18 was allowable.) The 
remaining independent claim, claim 20, has been cancelled. 

E. Conclusion 

With the amendments made herein and for the reasons provided above, 
the applicant asserts that all claims in the application are allowable, and 
reconsideration and allowance is therefore requested. 


Respectfully submitted, 


♦ 
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